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RE: Our comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121
Dear FCC,

As American citizens and taxpayers we are outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push 'tllro'ligﬂlnew' rules thaf unlédsti further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the cornerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out W1despread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markete will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. We will join millions
of Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. We hope and expect you
will honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation,

Most sincerely,
. ’ : -
- ‘i N .\A\_, l\ e

Jai Hari Slngh Khalsa )
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Jai Hari Kaur Khalsa
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Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554,

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news

reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up 1s completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the cornerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part c¢f balancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

%/ngy s Ph (//5. ' . - Most smcerely,
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To: FCC

445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
20554

I am filing a comment on proceeding 06-121 (Media Ownership).
Dear Federal Com.‘ii'mnications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to
compromise them in any way.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices,

Any pubilic policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

. Sincerely,
First and Last name (', Z4erine Mullaugh
Mailing Address 5454 N Bramibie Brook ) _ 4
City, State — 4. Larte fv/ ( thiareica ,7%&/4!4‘2/&,
Zip [ udlsonN Z.
g5 704 .

Email Address

Er it # 4/[7‘;){; arl o
Other Comments: wugnlhot o

0

More info from the FCC on this issue can be found at
hitp://hraunfoss.fcc.qov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.




AECEIVED & INSPECTED
October 14, 2006 y

To: FCC

2006

0cT 23 445 12th Street, SW
Fc,c-MAiLROOM Washington, DC

20554
I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003
(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. population, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up
more local media outlets before redressing the agency's failure 1o foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, wili only worsen the problems we already have.

Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership
in the hands of the few.

First and Last name &tﬁng{ /”"a!ff«-glv L Sincerely,

Mailing Address s#y¥ A foramble [Drick =ans /7 , )

City, State 7ucson AZ Z/ - Gl %‘L‘é’fj@
ZIp §5 70

Email Address amu[fif.{j fz@ hotFmailicom
Other Comments:

More information from the FCC on this issue can be found at
htitp://hraunfoss.fcc.qov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.




Public comment on proceeding FP-002 (Media Ownership Cover-Up)

| am writing to express my strong disapproval of former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent
investigation of this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that
unleash further consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in
any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media
ownership without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public
concemn about the problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of
economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the public
service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the
free flow of local information from a broad range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well
as the homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration
of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media
ownership in the hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for
democracy.

First and Last name

_/'/ Outherine Mu(/aa_jh

Mallln?;;?';sj” /_j’,r”,‘t_m é/L 6{',}6‘/& L(/T . /4’7";"&6&%

City, State Oy thoiire 72 » "%’“f““

ﬁan/lf Az
P50y

Email Address
/?mu//otaj/lc] jfa prail. om

Other Comments |
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October 14, 2006 [RECEVED & INSPECTED To: FCC
445 12th Street, SW

0CT 2 3 2006 Washington, DC
20554

FCC - MAILROOM
I am filing a comment on proceeding 06-121 (Media Ownership).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to
compromise them in any way.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

Sincerely,
First and Last name - ‘
Mailing Address 3.535 N, Alverse ((Lw— D Lo A
City, State ... . Ay : '
Zip £57 13 e )
Email Address —— T
Other Comments:

“




October 14, 2006 - To: FCC

445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
20554

I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003

(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. population, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up

more local media outlets before redressing the agency's failure to foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership
in the hands of the few.

First and Last name o Sincerely,
Mailing Address
City, State
Zip
Email Address
- —_Qther Comments:




October 14, 2006 FECEVED & INSPECTED To: FCC
445 12th Street, SW
ocT 23 2008 Washington, DC

20554
EGC - MAILROOM

I am filing a comment on proceeding 06-121 (Media Ownership).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to
compromise them in any way.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
uitimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

Sincerely,
First and Last name il o O H 41 i
Mailing Address g200¢ S IR A€, %/& _
glty, State ‘/’Zf(fd"‘"’/ Az ,
ip —
Email Address &S 707
Other Comments: 0

More info from the FCC on this issue can be found at
http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/iedocs_public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED
October 14, 2006 To: FCC
0CT 2 3 2006 445 12th Street, SW

Washi
FGC - MAILROOM ashington, DC

20554
I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003
(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. population, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up
more local media outlets before redressing the agency's failure to foster minority voices
In the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

Qur democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership
in the hands of the few.

First and Last name  #1/clwe/  O/4n1 Sincerely,

Mailing Address Rooy 5. rnes AU / ‘ /K,_
City, State TencSor, A2, I

Zip SI7Z

Email Address
Other Comments:

More information from the FCC on this issue can be found at
http://hraunfoss.fcc.qov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.




445 12th Street, SW

006 .
0CT 232 Washington, DC
FGC - MAILROOM 20554
{ am filing a comment on proceeding 06-121 (Media Ownership).
Dear Federal Communications Commission, paein il GUP SIS

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or etimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to
compromise them in any way.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have. o
When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

Sincerely,
First and Last name
Mailing Address {Z K/@/EZ? C/)
City, State j
Zip i
Email Address
Other Comments:

,?[’4(,«4M ’["M!d {L&fj (5{ % ot
o homine : lizeha @ enith k. el

Mo?te_?nfo from the FCC on this issue can be found at
http://hraunfoss.fcc.qoviedocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.

'y Ellzabeth Ohm
N 2004 5 Norris Ave.
Tucson, AZ 85713

I —
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October 14, 2006 RECEIVED & INSPECTED To: FCC
0CT 2 3 2006 445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
FCC - MAILROOM 20554

I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003
(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).
Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. population, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. it would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up
more local media outlets before redressing the agency's failure to foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership
In the hands of the few.

First and Last name Sincerely,

Mailing Address . o
City, State 6(/,5 [,,/{@ZZ iz
Zip ) |
Email Address Audubon . et Ohm
Other Comments: g%; 2004 ﬂoggs;‘}’g-

1204 w & @ 4V¥Th /f‘hﬁ/ilf'zé

More information from the FCC on this issue can be found at
http://hraunfoss.fcc.qov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.




445 12th Street, SW
0CT 2 3 2006 Washington, DC

FGC - MAILROOM 20554

I am filing a comment on proceeding 06-121 (Media Ownership).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to
compromise them in any way.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consoglidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

Sincerely,
First and Last name Jare s T o+,

Mailing Address §70¢ A/ P sec /L;c}/aa! E; 29 “F}Jé{

City, State Towsu v, Az

Zip B3 G~ 34 2F
Email Address ) R o 7"’[” C A 7£ e +
Other Comments: e O

More info from the FCC on this issue can be found at -
http://hraunfoss.fce.qov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.




October 14, 2006 To: FCC

445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
20554

I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003
(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. population, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report aiso finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up

more local media outlets before redressing the agency's failure to foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

Qur democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership
in the hands of the few.

First and Last name Sincerely,
Mailing Address (o ve‘/‘) 34
City, State M

Zip

Email Address

Other Comments:

More information from the FCC on thls ISSUG can be found at _
http://hraunfoss.fcc.qov/edocs pubhc/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1 pdf




October 14, 2006 RECEIVED & INSPECTED | To: FCC
1 445 12th Street, SW
0CT 2 3 2006 Washington, DC
20554

FCC - MAILROOM
I am filing a comment on proceeding 06-121 (Media Ownership).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and we cannot afford to
compromise them in any way.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

Sincerely, .
First and Last name _ a/ \

Mailing Address
City, State

Zi ,
Ell":lall Address &%\éﬁu (/L(ﬁ_djya/,))

Other Comments:

More info from the FCC on this issue can be found at
http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/iedocs_public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.




October 14, 2006 To: FCC

445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
20554

I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003
(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. population, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up
more local media outlets before redressing the agency's failure to foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The

FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership
in the hands of the few.

First and Last name Sincerely,
Mailing Address

City, State

Zip

Email Address

Other Comments:

More information from the FCC on this issue can be found at
http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/edocs public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.




& INSPECTED

RECEIVED

UC'[ 2 3 2006
FCC - MAILROOM |

Jayne Davis
PO Box 3210
Idyliwild, CA 92549

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington DC 20554.
RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Ruleiaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the cornerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Qur democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homeogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

Most sincerely,

-4 ' Dﬂ,ﬁw
{fﬂyne avis




RECEIVED & INSPECTED

0CT 2 3 2006

FCC - MAILROOM

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

Peter Ponzetti 111

1695 Bedford Sq. Dr.

Apt. #204

Rochester Hills, MI 48306-4434

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
etiorts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of

this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the comerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the

problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad

range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets wili only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter, I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

Mostsipeerely,
Pete i ﬁm-)l\




October 14,2006 | RECENED & INSPECTED To: FCC
445 12th Street, SW
0CT 2 3 2006 Washington, DC
20554

FCC - MAILROOM

I am filing a comment on proceeding 06-121 (Media Ownership).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of the public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstones of a democratic media system, and WEfFan ,
compromise them in any way. I"qu' { U (HNATR
Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any pubiic policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
content in radio and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowing further concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

Sincerely,
First and L.ast name

Mailing Address
City, State

Zip

Email Address
Other Comments:

More info from the FCC on this issue can be found at -
http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/edocs _publ|clattachmatchIDOC-266034A1 gdf




October 14, 2006 To: FCC

445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
20554

I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003

(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).

Dear Federal Communications Commission,

| am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. population, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunicatioiis Act: ‘

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up

more local media outlets hefore redressing the agency's failure to foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership
in the hands of the few.

First and Last name TOAN WARFIF LD Sincerely,

Mailing Address 28+ & JEFTORIA RD ' )

City, State Tucsor  AZ v 71/ Gl

Zip 55712

Email Address | | \
Other Comments:
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\ RECEIVED & INSPECTED |
Janet Freehling

\ ocT 2 3 2006
1792 State Route 356
\ FGC - MAILROOM Leechburg, PA 15656-2022

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW,
Washington DC 20554.

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the cornerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas - a critical part of balancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Aliowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

Most sincerely,

D *ftr/cu‘ A i\

"'Janet Freehling




Janice A. Gori
940 Black Diamond Rd.
Stonyford, CA 95979

arCommunications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the comerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership

without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concemn about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation. .

Most sincerely,

- Y7owee &7 /%

ice A. Gori .




RECEVED & INSPECTED

2006
0CT 23 Ann B. Carpenter
83 Nevada St.
FCC - MAILROOM Hollister, CA 95023

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the corerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership

without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen: the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

Most sincerely,

e Coran 2=

Ann B, Carpenter




RECENVED & INSPECTED

0CT 2 3 2006 Joyce Frohn
425 Congress Ave.
FCC - MAILROOM Oshkosh, W1 54901

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, | am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the comerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

Most sincerely,
s

Joyce Frohn
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

0CT 2 3 2006 Janet Lengsfelder
2340 Sycamore Canyon Rd.
FGC - MAILROOM Santa Barbara, CA 93108

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington DC 20554.

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121
Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the cornerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. [ will join millions of
Amencans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

Most sincerely,

Janet Lengsfelder




RECEVED & INSPECTED. }. .. - -
0CT 2 3 2006 Diane Mee

25 Sunset Acres
FGC - MAILROOM Hesperus, CO 81326

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, | am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the comerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideac -- a critical part of balancing the public service mission of the media with

their private profit moiive. Jur asmocracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as welt as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we aiready have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of mediu ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join miliions of
Americans in closely following vour actions regarding this vital maite~, T hope ani exnect you wil!
honor your responsibility o the American people by stopping eny rurtiier me<a sonsolidation,

Most sincerely,

Diane Mee




